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AN OPEN LETTER TO DANIEL HAQIQATJOU 


September 23, 2020 - 4 Comments. 


Dear Daniel, 


I praise Allah, the Lord of creation, who accordingly praised da’wah and callers to 
Him: 


“And who is better in speech than one who invites to Allah and does righteous 
deeds, and says: ‘Verily, I am from the Muslimin’ ” (Fussilat, 33). 


And may He send abundant serenity on the imam of the muwahhidin and mention 
him 

in the noblest station, whose worst day was when he witnessed the da’wah to tawhid 
rejected and opposed, evident from the hadith of ‘Aishah. 


Indeed, the status of da’wah to Allah is great. Likewise, the status of those who seek 
to defend the din is enormous. I speak for many by applauding your efforts to 


defend the din from Modernists. But it comes at a price. Your character will be 
assassinated, your honor assailed, trials will befall you — as just a summary reading of 
the Quran and sirah attest. And if they get a whiff of this open letter, they may use it 
against you, as well. Only you are already soaked, so why worry about getting wet? 


Allah saved you from the clutches and nets of the likes Omar Suleiman and Yasir 
Qadhi; for that Allah deserves all praise and gratitude. But the journey continues, 
and the road is long. So I would like to bring your attention to some issues and offer 
some advice, even though you may not consider me worthy. May Allah increase you 
in knowledge and forbearance. 


In your recent video revealing the reality of Omar Suleiman and his participation in 


rituals of shirk, the presence of which is kufr on its own, you said something odd 
around the thirty-minute mark. Anticipating some replies to your exposition, you 
explained how the intention of Omar Suleiman is irrelevant and the action of 
participating in a pagan ritual is itself kufr. No problem here, may Allah bless you. 
Not many speakers are brave enough to even say that. Yet your following point 
about the Murjiah and the follow up on your Twitter contains problems. 


Daniel Hagiqatjou 
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Nope. There is no need for takfir. 


Instead say that he is ignorant 

of Islamic basics, he is unfit to 

be an imam, he is not a leader or 
representative of the community, 
he is manipulating the community, 
he is introducing clear deviance 
and normalizing LGBT, interfaith 
kufr, etc. 


+ BaTuta 


This @omarsuleiman504 is a kafir. And its 
clear! 


You claimed the Murjiah would call shirk as fisq and the doer a fasiq, although you 
acknowledge it is, in fact, kufr. Logically it would follow the doer of kufr is a kafir 
(one who drinks a drinker, one who fornicates a fornicator, one who performs shirk 
a mushrik, etc.). However, you asserted above there is no need for takfir (granted 
there are nuances of takfir, the prevalent view regarding it is preposterous). So, 
according to that, the Murjiah would call someone who falls into fisq a fasiq but 
Ahlus-Sunnah, I’m assuming, would not call someone who falls into kufr a kafir. 
What would they call him, then? Reflect over this and you will see the inconsistency, 
with Allah’s permission. 


The traditional Murjiah, despite their variations, when they spoke of iman and kufr, 
restricted both to a belief in the heart — in contradiction to what the evidence and 
leading scholars of Islam expound. Be that as it may, most did not consider someone 
who performs kufr a Muslim. In fact, they would call him a kafir, saying his action is 
a ‘sign’ of the kufr in his heart or judge him a kafir outwardly while holding out the 
possibility he is a believer inwardly. Consider the following statements of Shaykhul- 
Islam ibn Taymiyyah: 


“Jahm used to say iman is simply a belief in the heart, even if he does not utter 
anything about it. This view is unknown from any scholar or leader of the ummah. 
In fact, Ahmad, Waki’, and others declared takfir of whoever held that view. 
Nonetheless, it was supported by al-Ash’ari and most of his colleagues and followers. 
Despite that, they said: whoever the law judged as kafir, we judge as kafir and 
consider the takfir of the Lawgiver evidence his heart is devoid of knowledge” (cf. 
Majmu’ al-Fatawa, v. 13, p. 47). 

“It is clear the error of Jahm ibn Safwan and his followers when they thought iman 
was simply a belief and knowledge in the heart and did not consider the action of the 
heart as being a part of iman. They thought a person could be a believer with perfect 
iman in his heart, while at the same time he curses Allah and His messenger, opposes 
Allah and His messenger and the awliya of Allah and befriends the enemies of Allah, 
kills the prophets, destroys the masajid, desecrates the mushaf, shows the utmost 
respect to the kuffar and the utmost disrespect to the believers. They said of that is 
disobedience which does not invalidate the iman in his heart. Rather, he could do 
that while inwardly he is a believer according to Allah. They said: what is affirmed 


for him in the world is only the rulings of the kuffar because these statements (or in 
another edition: actions) are indicative of kufr; he is judged based on the apparent 
like judgment is based on confession and testimonials, even though what is hidden 
could be in contrast to what he confessed and what the witnesses testified to. Thus 
when Quran, Sunnah, and ijma’ is noted to them indicating that one of those 
[mentioned above] is a kafir because of the very nature of those things and he will be 
punished in the Hereafter, they say: this is evidence for the absence of belief (tasdiq) 
and knowledge (‘ilm) in his heart. So kufr according to them is one thing: ignorance 
(jahl) and iman is one thing, and it is: knowledge. Or [they say kufr] is takdhib and 
[iman] is tasdiq of the heart. They dispute whether tasdiq of the heart is anything 
other than knowledge or is it separate. 

“Though this is the most corrupt view espoused regarding iman, many of the 
scholastic Murjiah held it. Indeed, the Salaf, like Waki’ ibn al-Jarrah, Ahmad ibn 
Hanbal, Abu ‘Ubayd, et. al., declared takfir of whoever held this view. They stated: 
Iblis is kafir according to the clear texts of the Quran, while his kufr came from his 
arrogance and resistance to prostrate to Adam, not because he impugned any text. 
The same is true for Fir’awn and his people. He (ta’ala) said about them, “They 
rejected them wrongfully and arrogantly, though their own selves were convinced 
thereof’ ” (cf. Majmu’ al-Fatawa, v.7, pp. 188-9). 

This issue of iman and what nullifies it requires one’s utmost attention, especially 
today. So strive in understanding this matter precisely, beginning with what it means 
to have kufr bit-taghut. Don’t be timid to go through the site based on what you will 
see from men ostracized by the world. You are a critical thinker; so do not let that 
characteristic stop at the shores of America. 


“Wise men seek to understand; fools follow the reports of others.” 

Reflect over the Quran and read its tafsir by ibn Kathir, particularly surah at- 
Tawbah, and compare it to our realities. May Allah guide you and me. Finally, all 
praise belongs to Allah, the Lord of creation. 


